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[ /f) jtftj 4^r // ,:/ L/4/^/7 L^rx' niKsu-' v-v 



(The Fourth Tramp) 

In publishing the fantasy of the I^_ Fonatines/ on more than one of the two pages 

it -M VJ 1 

th e-Po s t has added to its Outlook section, theJFost corr.peiTes strongly with the supermarket 



tabloids. 



x n ooB©n common with most of those who make up the JFK assassination industry, the 
La Fontaines are ignoran^ of the established basic fact of the assassination and its 
investigations and when all of that is freely available to them they know toe much to 
contaminate their wisdom and omniscience with mere fact. 

They all regard themselves as Dick Tracys or Perry gasons an<^ aside from having 
in common a yearning for fame if not also fortune^ they share in their contempt for 






and/ the degree ofythe profundity of their ignorance of the established and readily 
available official fact. &> ^ ' y f flu /VWMfr W 

Central in this particular LaFontaine fantasy is their y r-i cula r mythology about 
three teamps arrested in Dallas the dayjfr of the assassination. 

Oblivious of or indifferent to their own ignorance they say correctly 



T 



about the 

news pe«r pictures taken of those tramps thst "Over the years conspiracy theorists claimed 
the men were actually assassination conspirators in the employ of the KIA or organized 
ij" ^crime^\' The truth is even worse but they do not know it. 

They also say that the Dallas police say they had no records of those arrests and 



that they were the fifcst to"debunk" those stories "in dLur £ front-page story for the 

v 

Houston Post of Fe4 9,1992." 

_____ 

T^Tpublic debunking^of those many vxBteyjnvent^/caree^ for those three innocent 

winos began in, as^ now recall, early 1 968 when Jim garrison devoted Ms fertile imagina- 

tion to them, fie "identified" the tallest the three as one Edgar Eu^gene Bradley who 

was then the west#coast representative of the east coast Cape May, Hew Jersey, radio 

fkTftW (Ml tc I ) , U 

, ^ 1 ^-rigjfc-gringes, to-- who)' we w a r ^g or some wears indebted for the 

7 L qww -f 

farc^ Lane .^ : & ; hot 'ijjapnspderable 



preacher of the 
FCC’s "fairness doctrine. 



;ibe talents to proving G arrison was righJT^j /U 



fion't laugh - ekxcgpt at those who wihtout thou^it or checking published this 

MM !>t- rWrOltAp^hq Cl ;WC (j if ' 



La 



Fontaine fantasy^ No less a personage in tW^^asj^^nation induhlr£ ^fean Ge rald 

Posner, author of the knowingly mistitled Case^&re^ has those trai^SB ^la'work 

0. ^ 




Their fairy tale- and all the innumerable tramp stories are fairy tales^W 

that /he accused Presidential assassin, lee H arvey Oswald, and the W4hn killed 

him, Jack Ruby, knew each other and met with others in a scheme to run guns to Cuba, 

that "Oswald Talked," the title of b o ok'iJieffane to publish on it this winter," and, 

yi#V 

although they dfy go so i>.r as to say it, that because Oswald allegedly ' talked Ruby 
killed him. '{{So fkUf d* * 

Their story, and it is reallyfa contrived conjecture that has but a single and most 
dubious source, falls short of saying thatffchis alleged gun-running shceme also led to 
the assassination. But with both Ruby and Oswald allegedly involved in both, the reader 
has no reason not to believe they intend to suggest this. 



There have been innumerable tales about Ruby a^Oswald knowing/each other but there 

/Kw . ~fhid~ ff/- 

is no substance to any of the^e-stories^^he LaPontaines is but a new twist on the old 

There not only is no reason to believe any of N ^^^^ever-proven stories, There is 1^4. 
reason not to believe tfe-^as possible. 

While we do not know all tfyere is to know about Oswald V-^nd none of those who 

any effort at all to learn what is known - 



dream up this ticket/" to fame? 
certainly not a single one has made any effort to read the large files of this in- 
formation 1 have - what is known is that OsM&ld had no intrest at all ih any such 
adventure^. 

&l4rV 

There likewise i$/no reason to believe, no/ even to duspect, that he had any 
interests that would have led him to seek out or have anything at all to do with a 
man like Ruby or that he shared an^Triterests R uby did ha ve. 

\ . o 

The Warren Commission made no effort to learn what Oswald did with the five 

evenings a week he was in Dallas for the about a month and a half he was there before 

the assassination, Jt was told by the only person who knew and had any way of knowing 

about the firt of those week; that he" Baffin his room and read.^4#^ 

Oswald does have a record of being a heavy reader. This is reflected in his marines 

record and in what iq known of his conversations witi others. F(JX 

P d \^C if umd umJ{ \M\jwtf , 




& 
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There is not a thing in Oswald's record indicating he was &vei / engaged in any 



Lm 



i , klrL 'k of shady dejfeal to, make money -£ro»-±%. There is no indication he ever had any such 

n. /n^n ifl- ^ /y/vn 0Wj /IauA j/yiJieotnJV* v 

money h"There is an abunafdance of evidence that he was always short of money* S Q he had 






no money from any such shenahggans, 
engaged in any. 



YJhat rhle he could serve in any is somthing none of those 
<y Jww 

ott~K,v|. ' •? 4. 



is pretty clear evidence that he was not 



JZ 



who write fictions 

avfeut^it and palm it off as nonfiction has* never been suggested. Nor has any evei^ 



come, up witi even, a v fancied role- he could serve in any of these innumerable fictions. 

m [mMiHtj l\J-tnrMO'Vh£S 

He had neither skills no#' connections of any use in those imagined deals. If his 
role was to be that of a messenger, there is little likelihood that those whose deals 
they allggedly were would prefer an unknown quantity, a stranger, to someone they knew 
and c£>uld trust. 

Crooked, illdgal businessses do not thrive on weak links and any unknowns with 
a/it tfede, } 

any involvement in them a‘ weak link, one they would have to wonddrmight be g 
police informer^/ 

From the time Oswald returned from his short trip to Mexico until the time of the 

assassination^ nobody who could /jjave been involved in any gun-running scheme, Jack 

- — 

R uby included, had the time to get to know Oswald/enough to be able to ter trust 

him. The one possible exception might be some of those who y like him, filled ^jex 

styikirtl utkry l 

orders for^bohks at the Tesas School Hook Depository tease he worked! The evidence is 

that even there he got close to nobody and nobody got close to him, "If any of them 

had any connection with any ginrunning or any other crooked deal. The evidence is that 

c 

other than one of those employees who load a record of dope' use none had any criminal 
connections of any kind. 

The one thing that seems to be readily publishable about the assassination is 

fairy tales. The one thing in which there seems to be no publisher interest of any 

kind is fact about the assassination. 
reputable an d usually carefu l,-- 

r How the/Post came to print such nonsense and more, give it such estraordinay space, 
/m is not easi^un derttood. It certainly did no checking at all. T his, too, is typical of 






the publishable Assassination /fantasies : they are liked 



and never checked out. 



\C 







Anyone doing any serious work in the fij/ed, and this includes newcomers if they 
are engaged in serious work rather than Perry k asonry, knows tha^ aside from what I 



iiegan to rescue from official oblivion in the &Warren Commission fileBTa^fcer they 
were trsnf errred to The National Archives, I obtained about a third of a million once- 

j oy\ eCfafWL* 

withheld /Official cages (by ~a""series of Freedom of Information (Folk) lawsuits. It is 

-hr - 

also known to all doing serious work and, many wfe? who dofthat, as a matter of principle 

± sf 

and of practise^ give free and unsupervised acceji to all those recofds to anyone 

working in the field. They also have unsuperyised access to our o^pier. 

I have not onij/the FBI's files o^wtnd on his wife Vina and information about 

they^ from many oi^r sources, for the use of others I made a social file of duplicates 
Qjusidb 

of all his^writing for anyone to study and to copy. For a young man with so little 
education, teh wrote quite a bit."" 

Almost all of it is politifil.. No dreams of sudden riches through nefarious 
schemes. No^ stories about crime. M o interest in it or in getting money, which he 
always needed, that way. 

There is nothing in them, congenial to these innumerable fantasies. 

But without looking at them those who dream^hese fantasies^Save no way of knowing 

that. 



And not a single one has ever looked at them, 




Lj 1 have two files of duplicates of these FBI investigative reports on the tramps 
h A ^examined I ^ 

I for the use of others. Many havesstasind/ th2m and perhaps many mythologies about them 



were aborted in the minds of some. 



When it was possible for me I made copies of these and other records and mailed them 
to those who asked for them. WheiTthfcTthat became impossible for me, I arranged for 
students at local rA ood College to do the copying, 
never heard from the LaFor^txnes . 




{PcfOrJK ,/u^oo- +t> 

- t3 a ero idonti^den tified* the tallest of the three and the one most fantasized about 

(JWjbb ftm!Nr*lf**\ - 

a* "Charles 'Buddy* HarrglSQQ^jW^ias sTsta^r major-league ballplayer , <asjF recall 



a Mets second-base: 





1^0 



It was some years after I believe7that no further debsunking'^^^^eeded that the 



Harrelson "identification" was made. That Harrelson, also named Charles, as the~Pos± Ire - 






ported December 15,1982, was described as a "professional hit man" whn convicted the 
day before of knocking off U.S. District Judge ^ohn H» Wood, Jro, for a quarter of a 
million dollars from a a drug dealei^dse^nad sent to jail. 

dj&M WUttf) / 

The first(debunking for which I was responsible was in e^piy 1968. I made it necessary 
for the FBI to investigate those tramp pictures when I spotted ^ the sketch/oT oncF^fet 
in thsTa^^^ papers as a drawing^! the man wanted for killing a artin Luther 1 v ing,Jr. 

/r IflD MhfOtfe 



I gave the Baltimore FBI office a set of those pictures, /f 

jc^iii-eA. I* it ■ " ^ 

Without gping into all the recofds^is^eherated and the FBI disclosed to me and {}lph 



put into its reading room in response to my 1978 lawsuit, at Baltimore's request Dallas 

v^oh May 21 , 1 968^ 

made an investigation the result of which it also reported to the //emphiT^TieeiTti 

a/i 

sources were Bill Bads,\of the Dallas police identification division, andToffiXers i Wvin 



Wise and Roy Vaughn.' 



)£4<3 



■S', 



.identified the/ other two as the 



officers?/. 

They informed the FBI that theu had found. these three men in a parked railroad box 

71 

car about a mile south of the triple underpass ,wkieh is the western end of the scene# 

O , 

of the assassination, ^ealey Plaza. 



vj 



rym 






Also in my files available to all are the results of two investigations made for me 
later in 1968, when I did not have the results of the FBI's investigation. I then needed 
a dependable investigation because Jim Garrison was about to commemorate the fifth 
anniversary of the JFK assassination by, among other things, going back to his B ra dley 
/dentification^^d on that. basis alon^was g"oing to charge Bradley with being one of 
the Grassy /(noil assassin^~2s other t o-be-armo unce d-and-char ge d (r*ras sy ^noll assassin 
was easier tj deal with. That was R obert Lee Perrin. Perrin had killed himself in New 

Orleans in 1 962 , 1 5 months before JFK was . 

* Mjb ^ 

had been asked by two of Garrison's staff to see if I could prevent 




/ ! 






A 



ra 

vb 



Garrison's planned ^"commemoration" because the^ had not been able to. I asked one, his 

j CMef ±nVeStiSat0r ’ Louis Ivoil » for two sets of those pictures as I was leaving for home 
after being away for a month. I mailed one to a former FBI agent^ who owed me a favor, 
Paul Rothermel, Jr., then the late H.L.Hunt's chief of security. I sent the other to my 
friend, then the Dallas district attorney, Henry Wade. Paul made the investigation 
personally. Wade sent a staff one of his staff investigators. Both, working independently, 
neither knowing of the other, reported identical results. 

1 ’hose men were winos who were picked up when an area search was made. They were p 
drinking away in that boxcar which was parked not a mile to the south as the FBI had 
been told but directly behind the Central |0nex ppst office. Its address ^ 217 South 
Main Steeet. The ^sting them the con- 

siderable height of the^illgbi ^l o^ them off. The only way for that 

was over the triple overpass and^in front of the W^ook Repository |uilding. There 
tne news photographers were snapping pictures o^ anything that moved. It then was about 
an hour and a hall after the assassintion. 

Even garrison was not about to allege that the CIA had invented sights that could 
turn right a ngles or rifles that could f fire bullets for more than two city blocks and 
then al£o hav4g them turn at right angles an&mpact on what was in the sight 

w hen 1 gave the other of Garrison's staffwho had asked my help, his ^junior-most 
assistant district attorney, Andrew SciamWTWjreport of my investigation, with exhi- 
bits that included the morgue book and the hospital admission record on Perrin'Whe 

i confronted garrison with it, Garrison forgot about charging; Bradley and^H^aq^fired 

U. UriA/- j (3 

f or_ boi-fig a CIA agent sent to infiltrate and misdirect 



an innocent member of his staff 
assassinatio n ^ 
his "probeT" 



This is entirely unrecognisab/ee in Wison's On the Trail of the A s ^in. . the one 
trail Garrison ne^ took. * J* 

public debunking long before thefclaimed first of 199^by-the IoFontaines 
was the offical one by the Ford administrations Rockefeller C ommission. Its official / 9? S' 
debunking, sell reported, was by cultural anthropologists who reported on the«r scienti- 




Jack H-uby files^in Dallas, ^ile No. 44-1659, Serials, or individual reports, 

5999,6000,6060, 6068f£id 6I44 

/ 

Oswald file/4 100-1 0461, Serials 7705 an^ 7715. 

Th ese 3X6 duplicated in the Headquarters files where the “uby file is numbered 
44# -24016 and the Oswald file|f is numbered 105-82555. 
iiemphis FBI files also hold some of these records# 

Neither skill in computer programming nor an active imagination is an adequate or 
proper preparation f or^assassination research, or accurate writing about it# 

What Adams resorted to FOIAyfco obtain in part had been publicly available for 
15 years. The LaF onatine ' s word ''discovered'' is hardly true of what was public for 



15 years. 




d , . A h (VaU 

P lc szammatuon oji ghtos'fe pictures, 

" Qa-U 



After ^ / lr 1638 than accurate tEam P s s tory reporting the LaFontaines go* r 
to 1992,\j*/they .^Elrod's curiosity of Bill Adamas, a 0o l puter y 

jrogre^er^hd assassination researcher." That led him to file? a Freedom of ipformationation 
request, m Adams obtained that "28-year-old FBI report. " the LaFonatines say, he 
"discovered a story that wan hard 70 bjjirf- and harder to prove." 

Adams "discovered" it like Lafayette discovered America^. And the L^ontaine 

interpretation is closer to impossible to believe than harder. 
u/Ur 

Hat Adams "discoveries in a vast 90,000 pages of FBI records I got from it in 
' 1 '1 ! 4>UifwT d^ce-ike^ 

F “ A reC "%H T 6 ^ b6en ^ able t0 a11 Siting in the field 

^ ^ 10008 in the FB Iffcd-ing room, (4er s/like jiggered it because it doe^iot 
■'behave the meaning the LaFontaines were paid for by the Post and will be gpid for in 
their winter's jfjook. If it is now published./^- ao f </f~ ta ~fv i?y 

m rathe? ^®r *^55le report, my fiieraid-thee^xdSHtified by their FBiygd 

Headquarterr^SaiiasEEKisa' file numbers: 

> serials 

44-1639; 44*5999/ 44s6060;44a6088; and 44-6144. y y 

Those -of- thff-Ballas-Tjffieer which alsrrlSi copies of those above, are 100-1046, serials 



7705 and 7215*— 

' 

Borne of these 
has its .own set. 




duplidted in other FBI files and the ri emphis office 



This newest o^ of the L a ^ontaine cofebutions to assassination mythology without 

, ,± - . 



which there' Was no 



shortage ojf 



ihSrn- is 



based/ on conjecture and a few of the more 




/*** ,, j}u % j y 

gation of conspiracy to oommd if murder:" W^ftafthey do not say. 17 of the Presiddent, 
they cite none of the Dallas police records'ffi of which they~SS^Sf’'the 

Dallas City Council... voted to make public all city records concerning the assassination," 
including all £"arrest&records." 

When no question should exi«t for 

$ - either a newspaper article or a book the LaFonat 




J 4 ^ 



Haidly a mere "glimpse." As they begin their sensation by saying, "the accused 



presidential assassin knew about the inner working of a gunrunning network that was 
under investigation by federal agents in ^allas in the fall of 1963." Later they say 
that "Elrod's cellmate -"had seen" Oswald with "four other merTiSse ... in a motel room 
^rhere money had been advanced under somejfcype of contract." 

That "contract" jazz is merely assumed. Makes a better story, anyway. (J£ore~"gang- 
Ithke. 'in . 

But "knowing the inner workings of a gunrunning network" is a bit more than 

t{ . 11 tfJi/wM. 

merely having a glimpse of it. And in their imaginative writing they have ftaaw 



actually part of it, not merely knowing about it. 




J l' 

, . ll / * — 

J Fontaine writing can be interpreted as s uggesF^^ma-der «Tthe President. 

Elrod now says," 4 ey continue he was in the same cell block as Oswald .The 
(emphasis added) FBI report oft the incident doesnjt mention Os^ld's name.” 

t v ,Ge11 ; ^ eei block " ^ not the same as what this writing is written to make it mean, 

SamS Cel1 * Cel1 blocks consist *r of individual cells the number of whici/can vary 
) / with the jail and within any jail. ” 

They also say that Elrcgd was in a^ -cell” with ”two other men. They saw a man 
"with a badly battered face being led by tte/jail guards .^hen, this "cellmate, Elro^l 
recalled (much later, l/aAd) said he had seen the battered man previously in a motel room 
with four other inen'jLpzx There "money/had been "advanced under some kind of contract." 

One of those men was the man wbffrkilled Oswald, jack *uby, pccord^^^^ 
least third-hand account. Pin uAioh L&yt Oidh, fZZy. IMt ClL . 

j -h ? '• 

Tj ° iS leads . conclusion that "Lee Harvey Oswald, it seems, haj gotten a glimpse 



of a right.psOtt^/ gun-running operation." \ 

/*. ' /. Y - si 



0ibsfe ^hr there is not evSTif^asis for suspjiciSnV 

tyt g, ' 

and stretched meanings 0/ this I^Fonatine Dick Tracery. 



f /UuX 

30 sTihe enormous over-writing 




, f . • j I 

(J/ know that he ^3/ ^information on the murdepfcjf of Lee %rvey Oswa^[sic]"' 

- ?lth ■“ - all "” dl f lettir ‘E “ith fellow contractors 



^^^S^eernnbTto have asked how anyone knew about any "contract "jkuj*** My ^ 
(y M0St of their assassination mythology is based on what ta^es up most of their article 

mi. . . _ 9 



an account ; of omcial ^inresligations Aun-rannyg, to i.ei 






<7 Mli cuX PPfi -fTiAsfwnMioh 

vport-ef-^©ffl^having-heen-ended-withr--th^-set 41 eiBen±^of ithejGttba 




. under it -tihP^ xys.j. guarant ee d U u b a agoiiuL a ny i nvasion 
James P a trick Hosty Jr. ^ the Oswald Dallas case agent who is pfever fully identified 

* “ & .. ». „ a.„ „ „ „ 




j fkdf 

I Si&tr is not what the LaFontaines say about their sole source, that he was going to 
kill his wife, this man whose FBI rap sheet^ held five earlier charges. They say that 
"after drinking an unknown amount of beer and vodka, he wound up in the Shelby County 

Sheri ff’s office in downtown Memphis." His reason, according to the Fontaines, i s ) 

w .., ^ oa^L l}iLL^Urk 

witn that rxsl report on which they base t hus- wor oo ■ t-han-nonoon se- (before them 

they read in it Elrod went to the sheriff voluntarily while "in possession ,6f a sawed-off 

shotgun" because "He stated that he had begun to think of the possibility of irilling 

his wife from whom he is now separated." 

pL It is not that Elrod just "wound up" in the sheriff's office^ a# 

be went there to keep himself from killing his estranged wife. 



"that something was preying on his mind. It had happened nine months before" or at the 

l 

tame of the assassination, when he was in the Dallas jail. 



T^e words of the FBI report ^ ftute u\r()V* > 

"Inasmuch as he had the sawed-off shotgun and the desire to kill her was known to 
him, he decided he should go to the Sheriff's of fee and talk, which he did." 

It was not that anything at all about the assassination "was preying on his mind." 
He feared that if he were not confined he would $.11 his estranged wife. 



But that makes neither a sensational article nor a book. 




/ / had a father and a son of the same namejlJhey say%as "aware of the intelligence reports 

on Dallas gunrunning." Wiht no more than -this, wit^j noi? indication at all that he was 

<• V "i nternal security" D 

involved in any investigation of that alleged gunrunning, as in hdsTFBlTrdle^n Dallas 

^ J 

he ordinarily would not have been, the LaFontaines make a big jump to say %ia± is well 
known, that in his'vddressbook Oswald had"Hosty' s address and license-lfe ’plate p±at^ n.um- 
her... 3 

'CTTlhis notation, moreover, appeared in the notebook under the date of 'Efov.l , 1963.' # 

That was the same day that the Dallas FBI office received an. inter-office communication" , a 
on someone allegedly involved m thajb alleged gunrunning. rfA lluiHtevfa Wo ^ 

V fh w tu j 7 * 

-^ad—thns-, they infers) .--Os^lcrwas connected" with that gunrunning one way or another. 



1 1 



November 1 was one of the days //osty went to see M arina Oswald and to/question her. 









•te gave her. his office addjfessc&nd she noted his license nixmber~a^ gaveh.it r to lee» They 

£> ~ 

were worried about the FBI and they had cause to be. 



And so, acrep accoij^Lng to the La Fonat&ines, Ruby and Oswald were connected and 






A i 



connected 



A /WUjfrv\Cf 



^ ‘ w yV'fi 

uby was connected to that alleged gunrunning and through K uby Oswald lmCTTabout~ft> 

( fciA 

What a world of \$3c blabbermouths the LaFonatines imagined the underworld -0jfc. 

•ff was on August 11 , 1964, according to the two FBI sgents who interview! John 

^he was jailed in Memphis, h £/ h(rA 

Franklin Elrod, t hat ''hax±Hi±x±hjaEj^ As they say at the outlet of their reporif" that , *J 
C ■fey vrls o ? 7, if' 

he, himself, is an alcoholic^The most probatiVe of sources, naturally, is an £ 



JL 

alcoholic who himslf says tnat o*i the morning hsgwas arrested and spoke to the 
. XrtXztL A> tv\ ; „ 

deputies he hadT^een- dhifila gg beer and vodka and was in possession of an illegal weapon, 



a sawed-off shstgarc: 12-guage shotgun which had a pistol grip." 

De rigeur for probative witnesses. 

L-uwK £ l ri rjj s 

RiA TsSk.nt to the sheriff's office instead of killing his wife. 



3 



/ 






i‘ . „ y*Q 7 i \iw v y . 64. 

his is what the FBI agents say hfe s^d^th their August 11 report-^bpa 
ar o 1 - n headqua rt ers -andr^alias-f i3 .. es i ru -a ddit on to those i n -^Wehis. 

I 

Where the LaFonatines say that ^lrod was arrested in Dallas on suspicion of conspiring 

A 

to murder, suggesting that of the President, he told the FBI that “his arrest had nothing 
to do with the assassination and he knew nothing conceiving the assassination of the 




;~p Tge La^ont sines are not yet finished with their assassination mystery thriller* 

"Available documents," unspecified and in their writing limited to this single FBI 
report, "support the remainder of Elrod’s claims." 

tips first with which they follow this statement is that in the Dallas jail the 
day of the assassination was this"man with a 'smashed up' face" they conjecture s is on£ ^ 
, those arrested November 18 qwhen that planned gun-ru nning scheme ended in a police 
chase and an auto accident. 

' b 

I ip Then with admirable and for them exceptionMmderstatement they say "The claim that 

"Oswald and EjfcLller (one of the other supposed gunrunners) were in a meeting with Jack ^ 

Ruby is the least substantiated aspect of his story. Elrod didn't recount that story 

to the FBI until August 1964.^" ^ btlj ■ If /VH ■ 

According to the FBI's report this is a complete fabrication./"* W fv'&flC/S fy, 

Crh, L-. o 

Sfe-say# hothing about Oswald being at any meeting. 

Th**p 

doa^not even mention Miller's name. 

If Elrod had said a word involving Oswald in anything at all,, no FBI agent would have 

expected to survive J. Edgar Hoover *jf wrath if he made no mention of it. 

Bor would they if it turned out they lied in reporting that Elrod told them "he knew 

the/" 

nothing concerning the assassination of /Resident . " 

If bh'lknew anyt hing at a ll about Oswald that would have been "concerning the |/ 
assassination of the President." ; 

There is no doubt at all that Cole and Casey would have reported it. 

Elrod did not tell the agents that he had spoken to Oswald or that Oswald had spoken 

to him despite the title to theite^bookT 7 Oswald Talked."^ said 




I 



f *K Presidi/et # n 

/ ^ 
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?hat is the exact opposite of 4 the La 1 ontaine^Post article and thP Post's identifi- 






catjon of them under it: "ay and Mary LaPontaine are authors of Oswald T«lWa Tvefa 

be published this winter by Pelican. Hde^te 



-italics, 



)W. 
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cZ ^e~-har^on^ on O sw ald's alle ge d : t alking t o ~ Elrod and -Bi -r od told 



the-PB I "h e know -nothi ng cone er ring- th e asfM.ssin^J.inn --m'~t hft Pr^^id^ hf , 11 ' 

was placed in Cell 10 and not with Oswald foiT Oswald to talk to him 

but with a "man whose identity he does not recall." tt was this man who was the source 

of that fivepman motel That stranger allegedly told the stranger to hinij, 

Elrod, that ^uby was one of those five. The h fr>y^Zuv? ^ '■Zha/^Z ~ rts<(U^' 

r _ 

Pipor to its description of Elrod this report reemphasises Bfee^d stout claim to 
have no relevant knowledge at all and /his "difficulty remembering due to his extreme 
use of alcohol." 



Can thgre / be a better possibe(P s puree for a lengthy newspaper article and of a book? 
mL ( hjK'T'r/A^l t AMAJfn / u 4^4- OMd? rhr^p. 33R/ tut h oA^t, J ViSS, ' 



M 

WV* v> W u WV 1/ «vx ^vtouj. wvu. uut 

: H ArtMJrt) / 

^ Z .kOtt/'Eli'od got himself arrested is not exactly as he told 

// wa M 

the /memo irr/fteadquarters o& the ~ Saliaa ‘ ‘ ' emjpliis ;field of f ie e. -p-p « 0 

"LhSlll (EhatTh^ 1 a fff f i oe . . . pi n d ind-i^ -ter 

0*1 / X '~ 

ha. ha d information concox 'ii lj Lig~L he nmrrde3 ^-^f— 'IieejOs wajbti-. . . " 




Tne barren Commission 



the wasafu n making' these »nd ot h er st<yi p-r ,- imr 



around with gunrunners. 
.. Poep le had what for 



The haPontaiues have' their most solid-c ase nhc:;' whore th e y ge t t n-^swuld T h^W d. 11 
They -ssu assume that the Dallas police had all those many prisoners with records of 
violencdwith uninhibited access to the man who is supoosed to have filled a policeman 
and a President, without worry- about having him killed before he could be tried and 

OK. ^ets-assnmv?-: th ey - - did-^th at . 

Then the LaPontaines say that Elrod"s -then, "cellmate" was none other that Oswald. 

' __ ' 3 

Sh e lby bounty R Wiff to T thc . . 




; & rft / 

Sergeant Alton C, Gilles , Jr#, of the Sheriff's bureau of identification didTwrite ? 

that Elrod had said what the LaFontaine's qaitem say, that "he walked into th£ Sheriff's 

office ... and indicated he had information concerning the murder of 'lee Oswalt'..." 

But the sheriff's purpose was not to report anything about the assassination. As Headquarters 
noted Ok tvwr'* y 

■arcie fi/fcs" Memphis of lice on August 27, 1964 in reporting "Ho information identifiable 

o /• 

with ohn Franklin Elrod could be located in Pits files,. "Sergeant Gillies primarily 

wrote to obtain a cri m i n al check on Elrod." (105-82555-4706) 

This one of the LaFontaines 

( jin Dal l as > 

story about Ruby S» sashaying around/with gunrunners is far from the only such cock-and-* 

bull story of that nature. He did have an acquaintance who, had had s uchT^a r ecord r but 

cl^P f / l >- 

there were people who esh- enjoyed making exciting storielTujL Not one checked out. 

The LaFontaines have in this article what is their most solid case that "Oswald 
Talked" and it is no case at all. 

They assume that the Dallas p^j-lice had all those many prisoners with records of 
Violence having unrestricted access to Oswald who is supposed to have killed a policeman 
and the President, with/ut worrying about a prisoner killing him before he could be tried, 
while he was in their jail. 



If that had happened, what a sensation, what a scandal that would but been.* 

But with the LaFontaines let us assume that is what the Dallas police did. 

If we put two parts of this LaFon£aine article together they actually say what means 

r 

tha/ Elrod and Oswald yere cellmates. Not just in the same bloqdf of cells. In the same cell. 

j (M j4rvn/> / 

First they say thatyElrod recalled being in a cell with two other men" when "in the 
corridor outside the cell, the cellmates saw an inmate with a bettered face being led 
by the guards. Elrod said that he heard one of his cellmates say he recognized the in- 
jured man despite his 'smashed up* face." 

This is the origin of the motel meeting on that "contract" to run guns. 

Later they say, "The cellmate on Nov 22, Oswald, had seen a man with a 'smashed up' 
face in the corridor outside their cell." $ CeJ^ , 



The only cell to which the LaFontaines refer anywhere is the one in which they say 




I [J< Ir i saying that this - L hunderbird was "full of gins" the LaFontaines forget to say 

that it was a convertible. They also forget to say those undescribed "guns" Afere stolen. 

Even in gun— happy Fallas nobody would hope to escape detection in traffics^ with 

guns visible as for that convertible to be "full of guns" they would have to be. 

They also do not report any guns flying around when that convertible hit a 
-fe M fliW ^ wAfa - OUsldJ* 

utility pole. Had they been lo|e in the body of theses convertible they would have been 

\y A , l- 1 Pjltff&UeA# U 

cr-'-lll over the street and sticking out of the car. Theas? overwriting, seems apparent. 



1 1 More likly the guns that Thunderbolt held were hidden in its trunk. That cou/d be "full" 
without holding many. 

. ^ryyiC-\*tAA}-OX 

Certainly not enough to iriyoiv^ at least five conspirators. 

Tn their account these guns were destined for a local gun dealer. 

Thence to the CIA's Miami station for a "massive invasion of Cuba." 



those 



At a time when not only had JFK ordered all such operations ended au! also when 
3 merely %>£e freelancers, like ^ Loran H all and Larry Howarc^ in the Commission's 



evidence, were arreitedTfor doing that. 

The CIA needed stoefifo rifles for any Cuban invasion? 

With all the supplies of all the many gun dealers in the country? 

It needs lunkheads who transfer stolen rifles and shotguns from one car to another 



inside a major city to be seen and! aught doing it? 

__ child ish 

Lone of this makes any sense at all. But then none of this LaFontainerconcoction 



makes any sense 




I Elrod was. There is no f other interpretation possible from this article. 

Jc | 

And if ^"Odwald Talked" and gave that gim-running deal away, how else could he 



have learned about it other than from Elrod^^ajid Ms other "cellmate," the one who 
allegedly came up with that motel-meeting story when he saw the man with the battered 
face that the LaFontaines infer got battered in the auto accident at the end of the 
police chase of those the LaFontaines say were running guns? 

Later they say that "Join Elrod's story indicates that Lee Oswald knew about the 
deal invoving a ^hunderbird full of guns," the car that crashed in that police chase. 



1 1 



But they give no other possible explanation of how Oswald could allegedly have known 



bout^f the alleged gunyrunning scheme other than by being in the same cell with Elrod 

and the man^ he did not know wlioXis the origin of that story. 

Instead of then saying that Oswald was the police informer, they put i& as a question 

tC'BMch then they stretch a bit, eMer^th" thjlse breakers of journalistic stretcMng recrds: 

'is it possible that Lee Oswald was the iM £ ormant who tipped 4 of/ the FBI about 

the gun deal of Nov. 18, 1963? 0 

They do regret that Ruby's killing Oswald made an answer impossible, all the time 
hinting ^ alleged 

±Hfss 2 ±Hgxthat Ruby, allegedly part of that/gun deal, allegedly filled u swald because 

( / he snitched on it. 

-lii/k. U ) Uus 

1 9 riOa.ey ' seek to give this credibility this— way-: 

I 1 

"But if Oswald told the story to Elrod, why didn't he tell the FBI and the Secret 
Service agents who interrogated Mm after the assassination ? Oswald might have done that, 
but if so no one wr/te it down." 

Of the records made of Oswald's interrogations they write they "are, to put it 
chartiably , inc omplete . " 

c' y t 

Here, for the one and only place in tMe their long article, they are so solid ground. 

No ifjfs, buts^kperhapses or all the other dodges of reality without wMch they would have 

’f'L. M*- A fh^dt tAA-dW */ c 

had no article and no book. ■ ' Uic ^ ' ' 

But ist " Is har/ly relevant. ^ 



yy 1 



/ 



There were qMte a few from the FBI and the police who questioned Oswald, pjti^ what 




I j what the LaFontanies do not mention, a post inspector -and Inspector T 0 m Kelley of the 
* « ' 



Secret Service , 



i 



/' 



For all those men to have kept such a secret is not at all likely. Particularly not 

f=0/ ( r 

when the most sensational leaking was by the Dallas F¥B.' Other than by its Headquarters, 

_that xs. But that is another story ^Having nothing to ^do with gun-running. 

+ .. . (than the assassination) j 

- thelr Very next P^agraph th^ say that "Five monthTTlteF^^^ Secret 

offxcxal names! %fiU©±ley Thomas J. Kelley, received reports from a Texas law enforcement 
^official " of t his gun-smuggling deal. 

Not only did Kelley not have any snitched word from Oswald but as the L aFonaijine ’ s 
write, "he discretely" sought to leanF eho^ that snitch was;* 

While I did not know^ kelley well, I did know him. It is not conceivable to me that 
he would be part o± keeping secret acknowledge of any gun^urmlng conspiracy. 
igxjHza^zggBBtpagathjg^liaSaHtaiHaigziiBgaoisBayyx^ xhafrffgyCT^y^m^+fa ^r^ 

The leaking of the fact that' Oswald wrote Hosty of the FBI a letter that had been 

kept secret and then was destroyed alsjln secrecy was from inside the Dallas FBI office. 

! / 

j It was not leaked unthl the retirement of its then special agent in charge, Gordon 
Shanklin, was secure. That was more than a decade after the assassination, but it was 
leaked and it was leaked by ShsxSSIx someone in the Dallas FBI. 




,-©8s£ 



ii 



e^et^pjaar , 



What some people won't dq for a I>ook and for wpat they regard as fame! 

Thef-eve^e xtend this to have Odwald meeting with feby on that gun-running 

caper. But they admit!' thatis "the least substantiated aspect" of their yarn. 

They do not exaggerate. 

/? a/K e fll /\#/ , .A 

fftThas no substantiation. &Aa / 

cl!4 



^als^Tsa? that "Elrod dMsgssiedsdhitthis story to the FBI until August, 1964," 
when the FBI records quoted above do not included^mag any stch thing as an Oswald-Ruby 
meeting of an^cLnd, anywhere. 

Of the men in that cellblock supposedly Slabbing away the LsFontaines say, their 
who 

italics: "Elrod ImeH^ the other man w a s in Oswald's celib.l nek- wa c.'i ( ' 'jMMfc Jl uAi{aL 

^ aaaAam^ . , //r 

o what? \f AV-6MU5 Aa^{~ pwfTM crxyUriA^xaJ^) .. , 

Then, with what Elrod himselfl told the FBI ^ ^cing that impossible, thef^f^^ 
"But, if Oswald told the story to Elrqad, why did^t he tell it to the FBI and the Secret 
Service agents who interrogated him aft er the assassination? 

The most obvious answer is the one they do not consider. 

If they had they'd have had no sensational article and no book at all. 

_ ’lh 44 

The obvious asnwer is that nojfn of tfe i^true and that from what is known none of 



_ it is at all possible. 

\ J \J 

/ They/'ring'a few other senastions in, with their usual lack of concern for strict 

/ / 

factual! ty„ 

They even emge conjecture that in the note^ivrt Oswald left at the FBI office for 
Hosty "that Oswald was the informant who tipped off the FBI about the gun deal> of 
their mythology. 



Oswald addressed ^that^npte to Hostiy y who" was not the^ person to whom' 
be given. Moreover Jas^Sd not bother to seal that envelope, so anybody in the FBI office 



& jm ' 

tip would 



cluld regjd-it b 60*4 gUJ, 

UmJrU«\& (j 

rrn i - v/ _ 



) 



Lhe f ’ fcfee rpod prexcd to give their concoction some semblance of reality by 



to 




How this confused and confusing pennypdreaful mishmash, got editorial approval in 



i/ 









any substantial newspaper, one like the Post in particular, is not easy to see or to 

understand, ^side from the fact that anything at all were seen iii it, that is 

| , 

conjecture/ and thus not news. Outlook is the paper's weekly editorial section. Jt is 



the place for opinion and for articles reflecting thought and that on serious issues. 



.W&fl 

How nobody spotted the inherent unreasonableness and the self-con#radcktiond 
talone ^ aM A pXJzJerh. 

tha\/should have disqualified 'vT simply cannot understand. 

The entire~sS _ uhintende(T^ r ' spoof of responsibe/l journalism and investigative 

//V <> Am 

report. and one presumes the coming book is based on their "Fouth -‘-ramp." He came into 
y ■> y A , . 

i^ation.^' 

the LaFontaine's scenario the afternoon of the day of the assassin* When he did, in this 



LaFontaine fantasy^ 



d nothing on his mind but jailhouse gossip. Hot having been 
arrested for killing a policeman. Nor'ST;he r l^^i that he would be accused of 

Aaftqir' <*d 



killing the President, Hot those (police interrogations that had already begun and 




hit eel kt A jAHJUl h J <tdl ki^JdJL Cf <r&chf) /M*( / V /Wl hhctM ejPjLy 
fee teed hc ~~got his first knowledge of the gtn-rimriing/^ plot. 



fee teed h<r ~got his first~hnowledge of 'the gL&i-running(^ plot. 

After he^ was arrested for the killing or .killings , of H 0 vember 22, 1963. 

yb-£- efyeyyfMAAj 

have ’him snitching 



At one and the same time 



yAcn^jL'y- [yiAsy-t<ykt f yb-£- 

ime the' /star reporters, <rhe LaFontaines,, h 



on it before he -in theiqfversion-ssSew about it! V 

- ■ ft- 



k 



In his note to Hosty) which was written and delivered, about two weeks earlier, 

filter (| fvtft'lh TAytohfJsLl flMyjl 

When, according to the I^ontadneiThe' knewfeothing aboutit~at all, /Zj rfiu lL ; .-/i , 

f ltiyij ut hlh Urt/jO a l~ Ik •I'iAAUL^fyYl'U? UrA“^\ -lA'ft U (ftth S$ iT lof 7 -i 1/jJ- V ' , 

1%-eottfc d not- be b ot h y o bviTonBlryi^ne is impossible, the other is unreasonable*/ ■ yL ^' ^ 

uv\ / c\aA , the La Fontai ne version 

Moreover, once he knew aboutit!/ there vias nothing for him to snitch about! 

gyJ-n . nX rfh JvJ 

The plot had lAready exposed itself in the^ciden^Tof that chjifee four days earlier/ 

t'ff} " . / 



.4 T 13, 



/jail.~' /l ^luSh Ur * i ^ { 



Before Elrod was in jail»jBefore Oswald was in /j 

The whole thing exposed itself in that auto accident at the end of the chase on 
Hovpmban Ifij 

__jfWL4yAA&~ 

"Oswald Talked," the name of their coming book? About what? What was/in the papers 
and police records? - / 

ke&kpwlishtr* * 

And nobodf at either the Post or pelican puM io^tln g caught any of this? Amazing! 




1 / 



4\ 



‘to 



I 



/t\ 

,/\ i 



ft 





Ik. trdy uni in. On Amd~ ii ftm&j&tflU. Muh-d 4^uiy>]— 

undermine Hosty* sversion of itriSat Oswald complained about the "harassment of hie wife^" 

Tney say that "within minutes of the time Ruby killed Oswald Hosty destroyed it "on ■cap' 

orders from his boss." It was hours and. it was not at all that simple. The Dallas Sepcial 

Agent in Charge first had to be in communication wit^f headquarters and the decision to 

have that note destroyed was made in and relayed by j^shington. 

To give their fabrication more semblance of reality the LaFontaines says that Hosty* s 

credibility on the subject" was "seriously impeached" by the Rouse assassins committee 

^ M i&^ti >vt(?vv^ A 
in 1978. It was not on this part of Cwha±) Hosty|(f^tified~to> 

i f <JL . . ' ' , f ' 

V and the IwFontaines were not intent upon exploiting their subaect-matter ignorance 

they would have known that there was an e^arlier Congressional investigation, in 1975, 

and that before^ there was an FBI internal investigation the results of which I 

got in another of those FOIA lawsuits and are available to all writing in the field. The 

LaFona/tines did not look at them. *f they knew of their existence. , , 

ft 

-They loa ^That FBI internal investigation included all then in the Dallas office^ 
all accounts'^ those who saw the note of what it says. What tK^Cwant to be there is 
not and could not possibly have been. ' 



Of those who saw the note and recall iipswald threatened to bomb,^ither the 
FBI office, the police station or both, and it was over what he referred to as 
harassment of his wife. 

The rest of their article is similarly flawed and reflects street— information rather 
the the existing official information. o/ 

\y 



4 
/ , 



It is inaccurate and it ha# nothingnto do with Oswald Talked, which he "'did not do 

Sfyft&aZidgl/ ft ftftl in JtJ 

xn any event, except(j|rHhe- those who are Perry gas on, Dick ^racy or both 

and who want to sell a book. And newspaper artcjiles for pay and to promote their book. 

X n the post- J ohn F, Kennedy u nit'ed States it is this kind of hurtful driwel that 
finds the ready market that does not exist for factual stories in newspapers and magazines 



or in boojlf publishing. 

(Lc ^du^rUA _ 

give^ a dam about "ou^history or that terribke crime^andMfs costs. Al; that 

matters is paying f*(wliat is untrue, impossible and conning the people even more. 





How else could such a travesty as this LaFontaine rubbish be published without 
even minimal checking on it, checking the Post knew it could get free and by @nly a 
phone call? 

Checking that it knew it could send its owh researchers to do as •fdny-hnd-flnnn 



in 



. L - r ^ fa. r ^ Ath ffi l ‘ 

f t} rj jffa Ajfr 

^edr^^^teo^der^e; ligTfciEnT criticism of what for ni^n out of ten aikericans 
as of the last poll is the official^ mythology. 

Looking down ^from their imagined Olympus on all others and to give their contribution 
to the endless corruptions of our history some semblance of criticial thinking and writing, 
under the subhead The._Le.gend of the Three fJ rapios. in bold-faced and underscored/, 
they write: 

ohn Elrod might be called the fourth tramps of Dallas. His story is the legitimate 
offspring of a bastard parent, gr i.e., the tale of 'three tramps*. This trio of Dallas 

t/V'A 

nobos ili^pirea some of the Host {scenarios in the oi ten— bizarre Kennedy assassination 

A 

literature. They were photographed in the company of a Dallas policeman shortly after 

the assassination. ...(they) achieved pop icon status..." 

Aside from describing their own entry in the "often-bi#ea bizarre Kennedy ass- 

assintauon literature" rather well in their condemnation of all the others all of 
LAi/foli W 

widCcondemnation, the LaFontaines here underscore their ignorance of the established 

fact, their journalistic carelessness or koth. 






If in their account the Elrod story is "legitimate ,lHhere is nothing ths^ can 
Y Le illegitimate, as wo hav e ^-ac en. 

^ Y hone of those three men was a Dallasite, so they were not a "trio of Dallas hobos." 

"fhey were not " photographed in the compan y of a_Dallas policemen." They were 

being taken to jail by two Dallas policeman, identified above. 

Sublime in their ignorance and wanting to be critical of the government for its ' . 

Continued withholding of JFK assassination records, of which they know nothing and in 
l/vtA M) lAwXhfsr m y r i 

— — - j'-yui itCrit*) 6>YUL Ua{At' 

ru yA Cl °° V t-av^ ^o^nter^, they go aftet0S^i cu l^. TO/ / 

relevant in their Elrod fantasy at all>. Ar^ Intelligence. 

7 on, i>ur Urfi, « & 




of course, they take 



fi- 



at -ar-Sew others, the FlCtin particular. 



They say that "In 1978, it was learned that there had been an /4-rrny Intelligence 
file on Oswald even before the assassinationb^file, according to the Army, had been 
'routinely destroyed 1 kn 1973." 

The file they are talking abdut was that of a since-disbanded Texas unit. 



What i S unusual about any intelligence component having a. file on an American who 
at went~through the motions of d^cting~to the USStT i^ 

Especially when he did possess what was regarded as military 



secrets? 



mI '(aM£ My\ \4 A/Ui 






And as I learned^gai published in 1967)' before the LsE^sire Fontaines were 

°/ 

attracted to the JFK assassination industry, when he had/very high security clearance)! , 

P ■ 

"Cffi5pTQfV, w^ich required "TOP SEC5ET" clearance? 

'fUdyuifia, \a Ia/iTUL t}u g 

^T^f^itTwas not that one file, "an Army Intelligence file on Oswald," and it was nht 
just "learned". It was published * 

I had filed an FOIA request of the $rmy for all its files on or about Oswald. I 
got nothing. I continued correspondence in an effort to get conffliance. I got nothing 
at all. Then^ just before he was to retire^ a man whose name I continue to withhold 
phoned me. He told me that he felt safe in doing it because! he was retiring and that 

cf(jh tfvvo-- > — 

all the firmy* spiles" pfTTtewald, of which hensaid there were three ^had been shipped to 

^ cLi iLjy £jp M/Y\ jfaf> 

its depot near Harrisburg, PennsylvanlaT <|hxTaXL tad been destroyed there. 

If tfie^^^self -portrayed experts the LaFontaines were not /as ignorant of the subject 
u/Cfrk jultk 

about which they writq^they cSuldW have made both an accurate and a meaningful 



criticism. The destruction of any such records without the approva^of The National 
UriA aM -Jf/ 

Archives^/ is strictly prohibited. The Srmy did not aslb'or have that permission. The 

Archives could not ha ve gixven it (PMaI l/pt Wlj , 

When 1 learned this I phoned my friend L es Whitten, then Jack person’s associate 



on the Washington ^erry-Go-Round Gj 



f\l Cv\A£cX ctAMrV<A^- f 



column. 



It then published^wha-T'^SeS^Srthe LaFontanies refer to^what they say was "learned." 



The LaFontaines have earned their 
"The Fourhffc 1 ^ramp. " 



onn pop i/tcon status" with their invention of 




